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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Not clear, why this paragraph 5 repeatedly used reference number 11. It does not flow well.
have punctuation error throughout your document please see it well; you should correct it.
Your paper needs some substantial grammar editing. Even font type is not coherent thought
manuscripts. Full stop are most of | see are before reference that should be rewrite.

There were 2,478 gynecological cases managed in our Centre; out of which there were 26

cases of Bartholin cyst and abscess, giving an incidence of 1.05%. researcher reviewed
2,458 cases but under data presentation | see 26 results how please describe in exclusion of
others under methodology

Sample size, sampling procedure, inclusion and exclusion of patient’'s chart should be

expressed under methodology.

Minor REVISION comments

Result summary does not highlight interesting descriptive findings. Most of the findings
summarized here are not interesting and easily found from any surveys
recommend the stakeholders based on your investigation

Optional/General comments

Tables and graphs should be standard form
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